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CHAP,  was already being instituted, and yet we know with
vJ^L/ certainty that this process first began on the 27th
1568.    April.

On the whole, comparing the reasons which have
been adduced for the genuineness of the writings in
question with the opposing facts which bespeak their
untrustworthiness, the latter seem to us to have
the greater weight. The best reason apparently
which has been urged for the genuineness of the
letters is what has been called the " overpowering"
agreement between one of the letters, which the
Queen is said to have written from Glasgow, and the
declaration made by Thomas Crawford. But, 111
truth, this agreement must be said to be four too
overpowering. The two documents are in fact
almost identical. What Mary Stuart is said to
have written from memory to Bothwell about her
conversation with Darnley, and what Darnley is said
likewise from memory to have related to Crawford
about the same protracted conversation, agree almost
word for word with such perfect exactness, that it
may amaze every one who has but noticed the diver-
gences met with every day in a court of justice
even between such depositions of witnesses as con-
cern only the simplest facts. It seems at first sight
impossible, in consideration of this circumstance,
that both the aforementioned testimonies can be
genuine; and, when more closely inspected, Craw-
ford's testimony just goes to furnish one of the
strongest grounds that bespeak the falsification of
the writings in question. Time has more recently
brought to light a remarkable letter, written to
Crawford by the Earl of Lennox, who also appeared
at the conference in Westminster as one of Mary